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An e m p l o y e e  s t a t i o n e d  i n  C a l i f o r n i a  
appeals  t h e  s e t t l e m e n t  w h i c h  d e n i e d  
c e r t a i n  pe r  d iem and  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  
e x p e n s e s  i n c i d e n t  t o  h i s  t e m p o r a r y  d u t y  
t r a v e l  t o  F lo r ida ,  w h e r e  t r a v e l  was b y  a n  
i n d i r e c t  route a n d  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  was based 
o n  c o n s t r u c t i v e  t r a v e l  by  a d i r e c t  r o u t e .  
D e n i a l  of t h e  e m p l o y e e ' s  claim f o r  addi- 
t i o n a l  meal a n d  l o d g i n g  e x p e n s e s  is s u s -  
t a i n e d ,  s i n c e  t h e r e  is n o  a u t h o r i t y  to p a y  
s u b s i s t e n c e  e x p e n s e s  w h e r e  t r a v e l  by  a n  
i n d i r e c t  r o u t e  i n c r e a s e s  t r a v e l t i m e  or 
w h e r e  t h e  e m p l o y e e  is i n  a n  a n n u a l  leave 
s t a t u s  when t h e  e x p e n s e s  a r e  i n c u r r e d .  
A l t h o u g h  t h e  e m p l o y e e  may n o t  be reim- 
bursed for a r e n t a l  ca r  o n  d a y s  when no  
o f f i c i a l  b u s i n e s s  is  performed, h e  may be 
reimbursed for  allowable t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

, n o t  t o  e x c e e d  t h e  cost of t h e  r e n t a l  car.  

Mr. V i n c e n t  L. DiMare h a s  appealed t h e  s e t t l e m e n t  d i s -  
a l l o w i n g  c e r t a i n  per d i e m  a n d  t r a v e l  e x p e n s e s  i n c u r r e d  w h i l e  
p e r f o r m i n g  t e m p o r a r y  d u t y  i n  F lor ida  w h e r e  t r a v e l  was by  a n  
i n d i r e c t  r o u t e  a n d  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  was based o n  c o n s t r u c t i v e  
t r a v e l  by  a d i r ec t  r o u t e . '  W e  h o l d  t h a t  Mr. DiMare may be 
r e i m b u r s e d  for some of t h e  claimed e x p e n s e s  w h i c h  were pre-  
v i o u s l y  d i s a l l o w e d .  

BACKGROUND 

Mr. DiMare, a n  e m p l o y e e  of t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  of t h e  A i r  
Force whose d u t y  s t a t i o n  is  S a c r a m e n t o ,  C a l i f o r n i a ,  was 
a u t h o r i z e d  t e m p o r a r y  d u t y  a t  T y n d a l l  AFB, F l o r i d a ,  from 
F e b r u a r y  9 to 1 1 ,  1982, w i t h  F e b r u a r y  8 as a t r a v e l  d a y .  

I n  a l e t te r  da ted  May 13, 1983, Mr. DiMare r e q u e s t e d  
review of t h e  a c t i o n  of Claims G r o u p ,  AFMD, i n  S e t t l e m e n t  
N o .  2-2846559, i s s u e d  A p r i l  29, 1983. 
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I n  a d d i t i o n ,  h e  was au tho r i zed  a r e n t a l  car a t  t h e  t empora ry  
d u t y  s i t e  and a n n u a l  l e a v e  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  t empora ry  
d u t y  a s s ignmen t .  

eled to  Or lando ,  F lo r ida ,  u s i n g  a n  e x c u r s i o n  f a r e  a i r l i n e  
t i cke t .  He o b t a i n e d  a r e n t a l  car on  F e b r u a r y  7 i n  t h e  
O r l a n d o  area and d r o v e  t o  T y n d a l l  AFB o n  F e b r u a r y  8 .  A t  t h e  
end of h i s  t empora ry  d u t y  a s s i g n m e n t  on  t h e  a f t e r n o o n  of 
F e b r u a r y  1 1 ,  h e  d r o v e  to  S t .  A u g u s t i n e ,  F lor ida ,  where h e  
s p e n t  t h e  n i g h t .  H e  t u r n e d  i n  t h e  r e n t e d  automobile o n  
F e b r u a r y  13, b u t  h e  remained  i n  F l o r i d a  o n  a n n u a l  l e a v e  
u n t i l  h i s  r e t u r n  to  Sac ramen to  o n  F e b r u a r y  26,  1982. 

Mr. DiMare departed Sac ramen to  on  F e b r u a r y  5 and t r a v -  

M r .  DiMare h a s  been  r e i m b u r s e d  f o r  t h e  excursion f a r e  
t i c k e t ,  ac tua l  s u b s i s t e n c e  e x p e n s e s  f o r  F e b r u a r y  8 t o  11, 
and for  t h e  cost o f  t h e  r e n t a l  car f o r  t h e  period o f  tempo- 
r a r y  d u t y .  Reimbursement  was based o n  c o n s t r u c t i v e  t r a v e l  
by a d i r ec t  route from Sac ramen to  to  T y n d a l l  AFB, and 
r e t u r n . *  

The  r e n t a l  car r e imbursemen t  was based o n  a prorated 
a l l o w a n c e  f o r  t h e  4 d a y s '  o f f i c i a l  d u t y .  He claimed reim- 
bur semen t  o f  $144.56  b u t  was allowed $96.36 .  B r e a k f a s t  on  
F e b r u a r y  8 was disal lowed s i n c e  t h e  employee could have  
e a t e n  a t  home based o n  t r a v e l  by a d i r e c t  route .  The motel 
e x p e n s e  on  F e b r u a r y  1 1  and e x p e n s e s  on  F e b r u a r y  12 and 26 
were disal lowed because, based o n  d i rec t  t r a v e l ,  Mr. DiMare 
would have  departed o n  F e b r u a r y  8 and r e t u r n e d  to  h i s  d u t y  
s t a t i o n  on  F e b r u a r y  1 1 .  

The  Claims Group o f  o u r  O f f i c e  i s sued  a s e t t l e m e n t  
d e n y i n g  h i s  claim f o r  a d d i t i o n a l  e x p e n s e s  which Mr. DiMare 
a p p e a l e d .  H e  c o n t e n d s  t h a t  s i n c e  h i s  u s e  o f  a n  e x c u r s i o n  
f a r e  t o  Orlando, F lo r ida ,  resulted i n  a s a v i n g  to  t h e  Gov- 
e r n m e n t  of $312 o v e r  t h e  cost o f  d i r ec t  a i r  t r a v e l  be tween 
Sacramento and T y n d a l l  AFB, h e  i s  e n t i t l e d  to  a d d i t i o n a l  per 
diem and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  e x p e n s e s  t o  reimburse h im f o r  

T h e  cost o f  d i rect  a i r  t r a v e l  between Sac ramen to  and 
T y n d a l l  AFB was $670 a t  t h e  time o f  M r .  DiMare's TDY 
a s s i g n m e n t .  The  e x c u r s i o n  t i cke t  be tween Sac ramen to  and 
O r l a n d o  cost  $358.  $670-$358=$312. 
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t r a v e l i n g  i n  a r e n t a l  car from t h e  O r l a n d o  area to  T y n d a l l  
AFB and r e t u r n .  

DISCUSSION 

The r u l e  g o v e r n i n g  r e imbursemen t  when i n d i r e c t  t r a v e l  
is i n v o l v e d  is c o n t a i n e d  i n  para. 1-2.5b o f  t h e  Federal 
T r a v e l  R e g u l a t i o n s  (FTR) (FPMR 101-7, September 1981)  which 
p r o v i d e s :  

"When a p e r s o n  f o r  h i s / h e r  own conven- 
i e n c e  t r a v e l s  by a n  i n d i r e c t  r o u t e  or i n t e r -  
r u p t s  t r a v e l  by  a d i r e c t  r o u t e ,  t h e  extra  
e x p e n s e  s h a l l  be b o r n e  by h im/her .  R e i m -  
bu r semen t  f o r  e x p e n s e s  s h a l l  be based o n l y  o n  
s u c h  charges a s  would have  been  i n c u r r e d  by a 
u s u a l l y  t r a v e l e d  r o u t e . *  * *" 

A l s o ,  para. 1-8.4d p r o v i d e s  w i t h  respect t o  re imbursemen t  
for a c t u a l  s u b s i s t e n c e  e x p e n s e s :  

"A t r a v e l e r  s h a l l  be c o n s i d e r e d  t o  be i n  
s u b s i s t e n c e  s t a t u s  on  nonworkdays u n d e r  t h e  
same rules as are appl ied * * * w i t h  respect 
to t h e  payment  of per diem." 

W e  h a v e  h e l d  t h a t  when p e r s o n a l  and  o f f i c i a l  t r a v e l  are 
combined ,  t h e  e x p e n s e s  of t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  need  n o t  be pro- 
ra ted u n l e s s  t h e  o v e r a l l  cost exceeds t h a t  w h i c h  wou ld  have  
been  i n c u r r e d  had o n l y  o f f i c i a l  t r a v e l  been  p e r f o r m e d .  See 
5 4  Comp. Gen. 268 ( 1 9 7 4 ) .  I n  c e r t a i n  l i m i t e d  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  
w e  have  a l s o  h e l d  t h a t  where  an  employee  r e m a i n s  a t  a tempo- 
r a r y  d u t y  s i t e  for  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  nonworkday i n  order to  
q u a l i f y  f o r  a r e d u c e d  ra te  e x c u r s i o n  f a r e ,  h e  may be reim- 
b u r s e d  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  a d d i t i o n a l  per  diem o r  a c t u a l  subs i s -  
t e n c e  costs, p r o v i d e d  t h e r e  i s  a n  o v e r a l l  s a v i n g s  to  t h e  
Government and  t h e  employee  a c t s  i n  a p r u d e n t  manner.  
Matter of Miller, 60 Comp. Gen. 295 ( 1 9 8 1 ) ;  Matter of 
P e r k i n s ,  8-192364, F e b r u a r y  15 ,  1979. However, t h e r e  is no 
a u t h o r i t y  u n d e r  which a n  employee  may r e c e i v e  per  diem or 
r e i m b u r s e m e n t  o f  a c t u a l  s u b s i s t e n c e  e x p e n s e s  when h e  is i n  
an  a n n u a l  l e a v e  s t a t u s .  

App ly ing  t h o s e  r u l e s  t o  Mr. DiMare's t r a v e l  w e  f i n d  
t h a t  h i s  claim f o r  r e i m b u r s e m e n t  o f  d i n n e r  o n  F e b r u a r y  5 ,  
b r e a k f a s t  on  F e b r u a r y  8, b r e a k f a s t ,  l u n c h ,  and  d i n n e r  on  
F e b r u a r y  1 2 ,  and  b r e a k f a s t  o n  F e b r u a r y  26 may n o t  be 
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allowed. Regardless of t h e  savings to the Government caused 
by h i s  i n d i r e c t  t rave l ,  there is  no authority to  reimburse 
an employee for subsistence expenses when i n  a leave s t a tus  
or where the expense would not have been incurred on u n i n -  
terrupted travel by a usually traveled route. The same rule 
applies to  reimbursement of h i s  lodging costs on Febru- 
a r y  1 1 ,  since he would not have incurred that expense had he 
not interrupted h i s  t rave l  for personal convenience. 

With respect t o  the claim for an additional $48.20 
($144.56-$96.36)  for the cost of the rental  car on Febru- 
a r y  7 ,  1 2 ,  and 138 we have held tha t  while there is no 
authority to permit reimbursement for a rental  car €or a 
period when no o f f i c i a l  business is performed, an employee 
may be reimbursed for t h e  constructive cost of allowable 
transportation which would have been incurred had h e  not 
interrupted h i s  t rave l  or taken a circuitous route, not t o  
exceed the cost of a rental  car on days when no o f f i c i a l  
business is performed. 
Under that  rule  M r .  DiMare has been reimbursed for the 

Matter of Perkins, cited above. 

4 days' car rental  which would have been incurred had h e  not 
taken leave or t ravel  by a c i rcui tous route. However, we 
note tha t  t h e  A i r  Force determined Mr. DiMare's reimburse- 
ment for the ren ta l  car by prorating the weekly ra te .  Since 
a weekly ra te  would not have been available had the car been 
used only for o f f i c i a l  business, h i s  reimbursement should be 
calculated on t h e  da i ly  r a t e ,  not t o  exceed t h e  actual 
costs. I n  view of the fac t  that  t r a v e l  to Orlando was 
required i n  order for Mr. DiMare to  take advantage of the 
lower a i r  fare  he was also reimbursed h i s  f u e l  costs  paid i n  
addition to t h e  ren ta l  charge. We do not question allowance 
of t h i s  reimbursement since, when added to the a i r  fare  
paid, the t o t a l  does not exceed the constructive a i r  fare  
for d i r ec t  travel.  

Accordingly, t h e  settlement is sustained except as  t o  
t h e  computation of t h e  rental  charge for the automobile 
which should be recalculated u s i n g  t h e  da i ly  r a t e  applicable 
instead of prorating the weekly ra te .  Mr. DiMare w i l l  be 
paid any additional reimbursement i n  d u e  course. 

w /-w & Comptroller General / of t h e  United States  
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